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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed October 2, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With regard to claim 1 , Applicant has amended with the claim language "by each 
of said two or more virtual routers realized in a same router independently" in lines 9-10 
so that the claim reads "... a table memory for storing respective routing information 
necessary for routing processing of said received packet by each of said two or more 
virtual routers realized in a same router independently However, this amendment 
introduces new issues. It is unclear whether respective is referring to said received 
packet. If so, it is unclear whether each of said two or more virtual routers processes 
the same respective routing information stored in the table memory. Furthermore, it is 
unclear whether "a same router" means said active or standby router, or both. Lastly, it 
is unclear whether the term "independently" describes the routing processing by each of 
said two or more virtual routers or describes said two or more virtual routers in a same 
router. 

With regard to claim 1 , Applicant has amended with the claim language "provided 
in the same router" in line 10 so that the claim reads "... a program memory in which a 
program to be executed by said processor provided in the same router is therein in 
advance ..." However, this amendment introduces new issue. Examiner disagrees 
whether this amendment corrected the previous 112 rejection where it is unclear 
whether two copies of a program is each stored in the program memory of the active 
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and standby routers and executed by the respective processor of the routers, as written 
in Office Action dated april 14, 2008, it is further unclear whether "a same router" means 
said active or standby router, or both. Examiner suggests referencing the active and 
standby router by name. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

With regard to claim 1 , Examiner suggests removing the numerals "11" behind 
the term "active router" in lines 13 and 14. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Amended claim 1 recites "synchronizing per virtual router independently via 
synchronizing (1) said respective routing information ... managed by only one of said 
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two or more virtual routers realized and activated on said active router with (2) said 
respective routing information ... managed by a corresponding one of said two or more 
virtual routers realized but not yet activated on said standby router Specification, 
p. 13, line 3, discloses "In this invention, a function to avoid a trouble in each VR is 
achieved by synchronizing the VRID within the VRRP packet ..." The term 
"synchronizing" is only found in the Specification in this regard. Therefore, 
"synchronizing per virtual router independently via synchronizing (1) said respective 
routing information ... managed by only one of said two or more virtual routers realized 
and activated on said active router with (2) said respective routing information ... 
managed by a corresponding one of said two or more virtual routers realized but not yet 
activated on said standby router is new matter. 

5. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for virtual routers and "the active router having its VR 
function activated" (p. 7, line 8), does not reasonably provide enablement for "realized 
and activated" and "realized and not yet activated" virtual routers (as recited in claim 1). 
The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or 
with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the invention commensurate in 
scope with these claims. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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7. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

With regard to claim 1 , it is unclear whether "said processor" in line 1 1 refers to 
each of said two or more virtual routers or said active router or said standby router, or 
whether the virtual routers have a processor or do processing, or not. 

With regard to claim 1, lines 15-20, it is unclear whether the virtual routers can be 
set to realized or unrealized, and activated or unactivated. 

With regard to claim 1 , it is unclear whether "a packet" in line 22 is the same as 
"a received packet" in line 7. 

With regard to claim 4, it is unclear whether "said packet" in line 2 refers to "a 
received packet" in claim 1 , line 7 or "a packet" in claim 1, line 22. 

With regard to claim 5, it is unclear what is meant by "... said standby router 
decides by ... that when as and then starts This phrase is grammatically 
improper. 

8. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1, lines 15-20, "(1) said respective routing information ... managed by only 
one of said two or more virtual routers realized and activated on said active router" and 
"(2) said respective routing information ... managed by a corresponding one of said two 
or more virtual routers realized but not yet activated on said standby router". 
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Claim 1, lines 15-20, lines 23-24, and lines 25-26, "one of said two or more virtual 
routers realized and activated on said active router" and "one of said two or more virtual 
routers realized but not yet activated on said standby router". 

Claim 1, lines 27-29, "said respective routing information managed by said only 
one of said two or more virtual routers realized and activated on said active router". 

Claim 3, lines 4-5, "said routing respective information sent from said active 
router". 

Claim 5, lines 8-9, "processing being handled by said two or more virtual routers 
realized and activated on said active router". Examiners notes that there is processing 
being handled by said only one of said two or more virtual routers realized and activated 
on said active router" in claim 1 . 

Claim 9, lines 2-3, "said virtual router configuration flag indicating whether to 
activate said corresponding one of said two or more virtual routers". 

Claim 10, lines 3-5, "said virtual router configuration flag indicating whether to 
activate said corresponding one of said two or more virtual routers". 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claim 1 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

1 0. Claims 2-1 2 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blanche Wong whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3177. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 830am to 
530pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on 571-272-7884. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Blanche Wong/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2419 
October 12, 2008 



